Kisvel Rishonim 6:
Rambam Hilchos Teshuva

A Students Partial Notes from the Recording

by Rabbi Yisroel Chait

R-6 1 nalwn

[first few minutes not typed.... Re famous Q re contradiction in koseres and first halacha in the Rambam as to
whether mitzvah is teshuva or viduy]

(5:30) Objectives of the shiur include: the practicality of naiwn. To define naiwn. And clear up, practically,
some of the difficulties in doing naI1wn, so that a person can benefit in a practical way in going about doing it.

What are the barriers? How can we break down those barriers?
When are you chayav in nalwn? ALWAYS. See Rambam perek 7.

Multiple mechayavim of naiwn:

1. Mitzvos/Taryag- if you violate a mitzvah. Maaseh avera

2. Shelimos ha’adam - The human condition. CONSTANT process. If he wants to achieve perfection. Re
the derech hachaim, it’s a constant reqt. Must constantly do naiwn if you want to live the way God directs us
to live. Always. General chiyuv in so far as living in accordance with the best possible way.

3. Yom kippur- mechayav is of nature of taryag, but the naiwn itself is essentially the naiwn of shelimos
ha’adam.

Perfection was not legislated. If you follow the natural trend of the mitzvos, it will lead to perfection. Re the
legislative part of the n1In, its only aseh and lo sa’asehs, but perfection is not legislated. Keeping taryag
doesn’t guarantee perfection. As |''an1 says, can keep taryag and be a menuval still. 2 ppl who keep the Torah
can be very different. Moshe Rabenu and a plain person can each keep taryag, but they are not the same level.
The difference is not in taryag, but in perfection. That’s why the 0''an1 brings in the neviim. Neviim talk ab
naiwn all the time... why... It’s a mitzvah in the torah? So why repeat it? Navi is the philosophy of the torah.
Chumash is the legislative part of the n1In. Navi is the purpose and objective of the legislative part of the
torah. That’s why 2"'1n say you cant learn halacha from neviim—since its not halacha, it’s the purpose, the
ultimate objective of the legislative part of the nn.

(11:20) Yom Kippur is mechayav in the naiwn of perek 7, not perek 1 (not primarily). If you violate a maaseh
avera, he does na1wn for that right away. The naiwn from midos ra’os and for perfection is what YK is
mechayav you in (of course for maaseh avera, too, but not primarily). Could be a guy didn’t violate an aseh or
lo sa’aseh, so cant be mechayav a guy on YK for that.... It’s for defects in human character.

(13:00) But understand that ALWAYS being involved doesn’t mean every second. Need to learn too and do

other things, too. Its a PART of reaching perfection. Reaching perfection includes lots of things.. learning,
tefilah, etc. Cant put on a clock exactly how to allocate his time. Need to be smart to allocate his time. (But
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Yom Kpr is an exception. Its designated for naien. Once a year, the torah legislates that a person MUST
involve himself in this kind of perfection (mainly the naiwn of perek 7))

Problem is we’re trained to believe that mitzvos are real, but perfection is not. But this is the GOAL of the
torah. It’s the reality behind the mitzvos. So of course its as real as the mitzvos. But like |20 says, you can be
a menuval bershus n1INN, so you can keep the niixn and thwart perfection. That’s the way a kid relates to his
parent... “look | did everything you said!” , but underneath, he’s rotten. Just the manifestations are good. This
is absurd. He's forfeiting everything.

What is naiwn?

(17:30) Selicha #13- 7pan~~? QYN ."70V2 NIPNONT ,PY M72VA°0N ."2UIN7IX A1 ,1piol 730 1pin,
“He who knows all and who sees everything and understands my actions fully, if | did some falsehood, don’t
investigate my cheyt. “

Paytan holds that essence of chayt is sheker / falsehood. Then naiwn, which is the correlative, would be
integrally related to knowledge... it appears to be some sort of knowledge.

Rambam (2:2 and 2:4) —
yen ! (1N n'we) XY Tiv Anwy! N7Y 1272 10211 IRIYNNRR 10! IRLN RDIND ATYY RN .N2IYWAD XD N
NDND NT?7 2! K2 NiIN2UR YT 10 TW!.AnnD e nx 2" (N K2 nnY) XY 1avY v onant |21 . it

11272 102Y 17X NIV Ni21 1'Mawa NITNNY 7x1 . 2T nyn? 107K Tiv N1 K21 (T T VwIn) 1Y 0%iv?

i2 NDNY 127D [N N2 PRINAY INA 192 NRTY NWIVI D1INNA 1112 DY 197 T'RN pYIX WD NifY? n21Wn"D 2110
nipAn N%ix MY 1T N2ILYZ 172 1"WYUN NIYN1 D'WYRD NIN NWYY LIRD NN 2'RIENDK X 1072 inY nawni
;NN 79W1 1Y NiMY1 V12N 17 nniay 1an |iv N1920 N7y

what is n2Iwn? the sinner leaves the chayt, resolves never to repeat it; cries out, goes into galus, etc.....

From these halachos, na1wn seems to be more like a process/activity (and not too much to do with
knowledge).

We’'ll come back to this.

But in 6:4, he implies that Teshuva does have to do with knowledge- . when he’s discussing free will, he says:
INDN 21IVIN' 2R 11172 1277 'N DI TITIARY 1R2 NNRRN 7V DITY7 ' NN DN%9N2 DIRINEDPITYN 'INIY AT VIl
INDN 2 112! PRI IXaN NIYWYU7Z NN NN 1A122 120301 N2 NNEINNY 0T 21 AY TINY21T VTN 1INAY NARD T

178 D'PIDAY7 NAITN 22 1T 0T 21 DARD T YTNI'ARINITANY TV T NIYAN D'AN X2 DAIWNN 'V1INnY:

[(22:00 - ~28:30 —Rebbe said he wanted to mention a “side point” before going further ...... D'2n7 says in the
Moreh that the worst cheyt is having misconceptions about Hashem. He says that if a person thinks that God
has emotions, then he is worse than the ovdei N1 nTIAV bec they made a mistake not about God’s essence but
about His will (not talking about the ones who believe that idols have power, that’s total stupidity... we’re
talking about initial, more sophisticated people). They believed in God but felt you cant go directly to God, and
that He wants you to go to his “ministers”. One of the ikarim is that you cant daven to anything else besides
God. That’s why we don’t say “machnesei rachamim, since it sounds like we are davening to these beings.
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(24:25) This is important because the purpose of man’s life can be summed up in one thing: to know God. So
any misconception re God is the worst misconception you can have. That’s why D"2n1 wrote so much agst the
ppl who had anthropomorphic ideas about God. Person projects infantile ideas onto God so he makes
mistakes and it’s important that a person should correct these mistakes.

Insofar as Rosh Hashana is concerned, must be careful when you say that God “sits in judgment on Rosh
Hashana”. Doesn’t mean that He gets up that morning and decides “I’'m going to judge ppl today”. Cant be
that since He’s outside time and space. Best way to undstd it is in terms of effects. Without going into all of the
abstract points, the following is at least some idea: The results are set up on Rosh Hashana in this world for
the year in terms of what will happen to each indiv. In other words, there is such an idea in this world as time,
and on that day in this world, certain things take place. The concatenation of events is set up on RH, which will
result in certain effects happening to certain individuals, but doesn’t mean that God himself is involved in the
time aspect of RH. That’s impossible. He’s outside time. Main thing to undstd is to not have an
anthropomorphic idea when we daven on RH. Better to have an unknown if you don’t fully understand, and
not project our emotional ideas onto God. ]

(28:30)- Back to Rambam- one of the ways Hashem relates to ppl is that he prevents a person from doing
tshuva. Affects his emotional state so they cant do tshuva. And tzadikim were mispalel that this shouldn’t
happen.
(29:50) 6:4 0"ann (again)
INDN 21U2N' 72X 1172 71277 "N 20 TITINKRY 102 NNRD 2V DITY2 '0 NIRA DN29N2 D'RINTEDPTIND |Y2R1W DT 1Dl
INDN "7 10721 72R1IXaN NIYYY7 'NIN NN 0172 020N N2 NNEINRRY DT 2170 TINY 12717 VTR NINRY NRRN T

17N D'PI09Y7 NNITN 22 1T T 2U1 AR T UTRIFARITIRY TV T NN DN NIK NAIWNA 1U1InY

David Hamelech prayed that my aveiros shouldn’t prevent me from seeing true road, from which | will
understand yichud Hashem (knowledge of God) (knowledge of God is the highest. Since God is the reality
behind all realities so the ultimate knowledge is Hashem). And second pasuk- ........Allow my spirit to do Your
will, and my sins shouldn’t prevent me from doing naiwn, rather retain my free will so | can do naiwn and so
that | can understand derech ha’emes.

In both these references in 6:4, David refers to nalwn as related to knowledge. And you see that chataim can
prevent you from doing naiwn.

So you see that naiwn is related to knowledge.

So back to the dilemma... on one hand you see naiwn is related to knowledge, but on other hand seems to be
a process. So what is naIwn?

(~32:30) Lets ask a Q- if a person has K (knowledge) of the correct way of life, does he need anything more?
Yes, nalwn

(Aside- we have the benefit of the Torah— really a philosopher could come to the true ideas. But when you

have the Torah, you can analyze both ways, bottom up or top down... you can start from scratch and work all
the way up to philosophy of the Torah (e.g., try to understand man and go all the way till you get to answers of
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the derech haTorah) ; OR, you can go from the results downwards. We have the conclusion already (from the
Torah) that man needs naIwn. so we have a given, and we can analyze after knowing this given. )

If we want to understand what naiwn is, and how to do it, we need to undstd why is knowledge alone not
enough. It’s a common experience that you can show someone the right way of life, and although he might
at first resist, yet if he is reasonable, he will eventually agree. But it doesn’t always follow that he will
change his way of life.

Why not? What are the factors that prevent him from changing? There may be many factors. Can only
approach from what we know about man. Its quite possible that we don’t know man well enough for us to
answer the Q in totality, but insofar as we can, lets answer what we can.

(First, we know there are some areas of the mind that are referred to as the “unconscious”. we have no
knowledge of the forces. Compulsive aspects. Areas where person has no knowledge whatsoever of the
causes. Its possible that a chayt could fall under that realm. That area he’s not responsible for (hanistaros
I’'Hashem Elokeinu). That’s in the area of the Hashgacha and we cant do anything about that. )

But there are areas and chataim where we do have knowledge, and for those we are responsible (haniglos

lanu u’levenanu). The ones that a person can work on are the niglos. (Also, as a person gets older and as he
gets more knowledge, then things that used to be nistaros, sometimes become revealed to him. There is a

bridge between the 2, at least sometimes).

(~40:00) As we asked before, why is knowledge alone not enough?

The answer is as follows:

There is a problem in man. Conviction does not arise from knowledge alone. Knowledge per se is one thing,
but knowledge has an effect. The effect of knowledge is a conviction. There are 2 stages. Man hears/analyzes
the idea. Then what follows is a state of conviction. Now he’s convinced. But conviction arises from more than
just knowledge. One source is knowledge. But theres another source of conviction. (and you can see that
conviction can stem from something besides knowledge since when you talk to the avg person, he has very
little knowledge, yet he has a lot of conviction!).

The other source of conviction is the emotional or irrational part of man. Then we have a problem: what can
one do to overcome it?...

By the way, this is what the pasuk means by 71277 UTX NnanNW NAXN 1T 'RLN WA 9N Ask that the Xbn not
prevent me from seeing the truth. The pasuk indicates that chayt can prevent someone from seeing the truth.
How does this happen? how does chayt prevent this? Today he’s working on an idea, what does the event that
you did yesterday have to do with this? Somehow the chayt affects the conviction, and once it affects the
conviction, the mind will be affected bec the mind analyzes and goes in different areas based on the
convictions the person has. If a person has certain premises, and they’re conclusive to him, then areas will be
closed and he can’t go into those areas, so his knowledge will be distorted by the factor of conviction, which is
caused from the chayt (i.e., the chayt, meaning where the emotion has gotten in the way.)

[Note that there are many sides to this issue, and we are now approaching it from one angle].
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If that’s the case, then the situation seems to be hopeless. Why? Bec how does he change it?
(44:00) Lets talks about conviction:

You may show something to someone rationally, and he sees this is the right way to live, yet we see that if all
his emotions are against it, the conviction doesn’t follow.

E.g., You can show someone it’s the best way of life to sit and learn, and not chase your desires. You can prove
it to him rationally. The listener hears it, but somehow it doesn’t affect him. Why not? There may be 2 reasons
why not: 1) could be that he cant do it: but if he cant do it due to some compulsion, that’s a different
phenomenon—we’re not talking about that situation. That’s ha’nistaros. 2) we’re talking about the
phenomenon where he can do it, but for some reason, he doesn’t follow his reasoning. Why doesn’t he follow
his reasoning? He heard the argument but the conviction doesn’t follow. Somehow there seems to be another
force.

Conviction is a quantitative factor. There’s a twilight zone of conviction. In the human organism, there’s yes
and no at the same time (like by Noach- he was ma’amin v'aino ma’min—caught in twilight zone of conviction
— believed it rationally, but emotions pulling the other way too).

(48:00)- what does a person do when he’s faced with this dilemma- the answer is in 2 .n21wn processes in
nawn... process of knowledge and investigation, and other is in action alone. How does it work? We need to
stem the tide in our favor — there’s a battle going on in the conviction zone, so we need to stem the tide in our
favor.

Interesting phenomenon- can show a person rationally that he should do something. He might refuse to do it
despite seeing it is rational to do it. If you show him WHY he’s refusing, he will then (sometimes) be able to
do it after that. A person might not be able to do it based on rationality, why it’s the right thing to do.
Conviction doesn’t follow. But if you show him why he’s refusing, he sometimes will do it. Why is this so? What
changed? Before he had just as much reason to do it as now... what changed?

How it works is as follows: there are 2 types of knowledge —philosophical and psychological. The true derech
hachaim is to know what the true philosophies are, and then to apply it to the organism.

In the application to the organism, you need knowledge of the organism.

When you see the philosophical knowledge, that knowledge leads to conviction. But emotion also leads to
conviction! So he’s caught. But once you use knowledge in the psychological, in the source of the emotion,
then you’re adding conviction which results of knowledge viz a viz that emotion itself. So the conviction
flows from 2 sources of knowledge, rather than one. In other words, when he analyzes the emotion, the force
of knowledge (and knowledge leads to conviction) is turning on the emotion itself and the conviction that the
emotion is false is being isolated--- now he sees directly the cause of the emotion. So knowledge is working in
direct opposition to the instinct itself, so while the instinct also leads to conviction, he now has knowledge of
the instinct at its source, so now he can sway the tide in favor of knowledge.

(53:00) In other words, when a person has, for example, an emotion against going to a doctor, you can argue
with him why he should go. But he is convinced he shouldn’t go. He has a feeling that the situation of the
doctor is lacking. The problem is over there with the going to the doctor. Once you show him its an emotion
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[Me- not an emotion in the abstract, but what that particular emotion is for this particular guy.... Not a Q of
understanding psychology in the abstract, or academically, we are talking about this guy understanding HIS
emotions] and that’s why he doesn’t want to go, then he has to separate that from the phenomenon itself
[e.g., the going to the doctor] and then he can see the phenomenon itself clearly, so he removes the
relationship btwn the emotion and the phenomenon. Before, they were combined, but now he can see the
phenomenon clearly.

When a person does an avera (perek 7 avera, not a maaseh avera)... i.e., when a person attaches to instinctual
world, not the intellectual world, what happens is as follows: from time of Adam, before he did the chayt,
chazal say he “didn’t have a yeser hara”. What does that mean? After the chayt, the yeser hara was m’bifnim.
Adam contributed to the psychological development of man. Chazal say that before the chayt, if Adam saw
Chava, then he was niIXNn, but NnIIRNN ARM 12'R1EARN,RDNN IR . whats the diff? before, naturally the
psychic energy was always directed to the higher sphere of man: thought, categorizing, intellect, scientific
observation, etc.- he had tremendous enjoyment in thinking since his energy naturally flowed to intellect. But
he was still subject to a change when there was an external stimulus, if he saw Chava he desired her. After the
chayt, there was a change, the internal psychic energy was immediately directed to the instinctual. Now, for
man to operate in the higher sphere, he must make a detour, from the instinctual world to the intellectual
world. How does it make a detour? Through knowledge, thru the act of learning itself. Rambam 6:5-

['VMDN 1IN0 K2 7"'T NNRW AN KINEDNIR 9TA1 DY DIKNA TN NNINN 12172 wN1 KINY [T 722w 0TR 20211 NTY
ININ

So long as he’s involved in Torah then he’ll love it, but the moment he stops, the fantasies won’t be in regard
to learning, it will be in the physical. To enjoy learning, he has to go thru one painful step—he has to sit down
and learn. He wont have a desire inherently to learn, but to the physical. But if he takes that step, then he’ll
enjoy it and be drawn. this is the diff btwn before the chayt and after the chayt. Now, after the chayt, the
emotions changed, and the psychic energy is directed to the instincts. (why it happened that way would
require going into the topic of Adam Harishon... a whole different topic)

......

bechira to choose to do good or evil. During yemos hamashiach, the bechira will be of a different kind.
Person’s energy will naturally be drawn to the higher sphere. Just like Adam before the chayt. That’s the arlas
halev —it’s the direction... nowadays, the direction is toward the instincts first.

(59:00) Lets discuss how it works.

RE the taavas, a person doesn’t go for the taavas themselves, rather he goes after a fantasy ideal that the
instinct sets up. E.g., a person wont rationally weigh the benefits of wealth and make a calculated rational
decision about it, rather he builds up a fantasy ideal in his head about wealth and says “this is something |
must have!” Applies to any area. A home, a car, etc. E.g., ads sell fantasies (like “Marlboro Man”, etc.); it’s not
the objects themselves. If a person would analyze it and realize it, the advertisers would be out of business.
But a person doesn’t realize it, and he keeps on going. The fantasy is really IN the indiv. All he needs is a bit of
reality in order to project that fantasy. The ideal does not exist in reality; it comes from the self and is
projected outwards onto reality.

As a person develops, when he is young, there are 2 realities... one in himself, and a reality in the external

world. The child lives in his own reality. We say he’s “living in his own world.” Why? Bec the other world isn’t
developed yet. A person lives in his own world and he has a window from which to see the external world, and
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as he gets older the window to the external world/reality gets bigger and he starts seeing more of reality, and
reality starts playing a more convincing role in his life (if he develops normally). The other world still exists side
by side. But what happens is that many times there’s a combination of the 2 worlds... reality says one thing,
and the inner world demands something else, so you end up with a compromise, and you form a composite of
the 2 worlds, the inner world and the outer world.

Why it is that way is bec a person has a tremendous amount of psychic energy that needs to be satisfied and
its very hard to satisfy it. Ppl cant relax since they have too much energy seeking satisfaction (see how hard it
is to retire... energy not being satisfied. If you sit back and do nothing, it becomes painful). (Not physical
energy by the way, but energy that is seeking satisfaction.) Who can relax? A cow can relax. He doesn’t have
much energy. He has just enough energy to keep his jaws going. But a human being has a tremendous amount
of energy.

(1:02:55) If you want to see how much energy a person has, Shiomo Hamelech says, what is the state of
ahavas Hashem? "X n1nx N2in™2a (Shir HAshirim 2:5) . He compares ahavas Hashem to the “cholas ahava”, the
state of being in love. The state of ecstasy. What is ecstasy? The state in which you are using up all of your
energy that is seeking satisfaction. Once this stops, he becomes unhappy and has conflicts. Why? bec his
energy is not being consumed. That’s why the average man is unhappy- he has the capacity of tremendous
energy and very seldom in one’s life does it afford such a tremendous satisfaction. But when involved in state
of ahavas Hashem, then his relationship to God is such that he consumes all his energy when involved in
knowledge and Torah. That’s why he is in the happiest state.

Since he has the psychic energy, if it’s not being satisfied in reality, it must go somewhere... so where will it
go? Where must it go? it will go into fantasy. Immediately in a person’s mind, the potential fantasies are there.
“Then, what happens is that when a taava comes along, then “Zingo! the fantasy grabs onto it and attaches to
it, and he goes that way, like Shlomo HAmelech says, "He goes straightaway, like a sheep goes to the
slaughter.”

(1:05:05) Now lets go back. Q is, how does it work? You have an indiv who is in a state that he sees
philosophically why he shouldn’t go after the fantasy, yet he has trouble making the move --- so how does
naiwn play a role? The answer is that he has to take knowledge and apply it not abstractly to philosophy,
but we must isolate what exactly is the factor that prevents the person from doing that which is correct,
and once we isolate that factor, then we will have gained knowledge. (Im not saying he can isolate the factor
in every instance, but Im trying to choose an area which | think is a general area)

Lets discuss an example. We can all agree that in terms of Perek 7, one of the basic factors is that if a person’s
energies are directed into the sphere of thought, which is the purpose of a person, then naturally all of these
things fall aside.

So the Q is what prevents him from directing his energy into the sphere of thought? There must be something
there preventing it. He knows the truth philosophically, AND , even experientially, he knows (people have the
experience that yesterday was the most enjoyable thing, but today, he wakes up with the exact same
conflict... “maybe | wont enjoy learning today... I'll do something else and enjoy it more...” And if hes fortunate
that he did get into learning today, he’ll reflect and acknowledge that it would have been a big mistake if he
had done something else today!
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What is the conflict? What doesn’t he see? Where does he keep getting fooled?
A human being operates on two levels— 'mnan wail and 'anNn waa

The mnan wai operates on the pleasure-pain principle. For ex., a child goes after that which is pleasurable,
and avoids what is painful. Many times, if something is painful, even if it can lead to tremendous good, and
even if it is only a small pain, he still wont do it bec he is operating on the pleasure pain principle. For ex., if he
needs an injection to save his life, the parent will have a hard time reasoning with the child to take the
injection.

But adults also behave this way.

Lets assume the person knows that the most enjoyable activity is engaging in the higher sphere. He knows
that. But one thing prevents him: The pain of rerouting the energy. Tremendous amount of pain involved .
there’s a pain in withdrawal of the energy. (Like the Ramban explained re Arlas halev...) the psychic energy is
attached to the physical. If he wants to go to the higher sphere, he has to pull away. The pulling away is a pain.
And that pain doesn’t only remain a physical pain, but that pain actually projects conviction. The pain
convinces him that it really isn’t that pleasurable to go learn. His decision is influenced knowledge-wise by the
emotional pain. It affects his knowledge. Remember, emotions (as well as knowledge) lead to conviction

We said before there are two processes in teshuva. One process is knowledge. That’s what we’re discussing
right now—the isolating of the emotion. If a person would use that knowledge- but not just in abstract- but in
relationship to himself as an indiv and see how it operates and how it prevents him from really attaining the
good, then he is in a better position to perform the good.

To elaborate... 2 things that pull him to the physical — 1) fantasy itself (that’s the composite that pulls the guy
to the object) 2) the pain of the withdrawal of the libido.

(Next day of shiur) (~1:10:20)

Reviews the prior shiur first. A couple clarifications/ re-statements:

(~1:14) Gain knowledge of the emotion per se and find its source and discover how and why its influencing
him. Otherwise, hes still in danger of failing. So what does he add when he sees the emotion?. He already
knew the fact that it IS an emotion. That’s not enough. But when he understands it, he adds knowledge (“K”)
re the source of his resistance...he learns how and why it is operating. that knowledge is adding K that this is a
resistance, so the conviction that this is a mere resistance becomes greater (Remember, there’s a ratio
between K and conviction.). Once he sees how the emotion operates, what its source is, and how it affects
him, then the conviction that this is only an emotion, that this is an emotion with no basis in reality, is
completed. If you don’t know the source of the emotion and how it works (i.e., the causes of the thing), then
your K is incomplete.

To get rid of the emotions completely is impossible. Must deal with them. But as you get older, can deal with it
more effectively.

First thing that functions is the instinctual (yetser lev haadam ra me’n’urav”). That’s the “ra”, he is operating
on the lower sphere. Not operating as an adam yet. Gemara says, man is a hybrid of animal and malach:
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animal, insofar as instinctual nature; and malach- capable of contemplating in the higher sphere, the same
sphere the angels operate in.

(1:21:30) 2 types of K - There is K of the personal and of the philosophical. The K more integrally related to
naIwn is the personal K. But they do go hand in hand. The more imperfected the person is, the more it will
impede his philosophical vision, as well. Bec emotionally he wants to believe certain things, so his conviction is
affected, and it naturally impedes his philosophical vision, so if he doesn’t do teshuva, if he cant find the
source of his emotions and uproot it, his philosophical vision will be hindered. Cant be a clear philosopher w/o
naiwn. Judaism doesn’t believe that you can be a philosopher and not be a perfected person. If corrupt
emotionally, must be corrupt philosophically. Bec his convictions will be affected and he wont be able to see
the truth. A great brain is not enough. w/o ethical perfection, his mind is not free to investigate the truth.

(1:26:20) na1wn (“T”) belongs to the category of perfection of a human being. But what is the diff between
naIwn and perfection. T comes UNDER perfection. Perfection is the broader category.

Q-Wherein lies the difference?

A- T by definition implies failure by the person. Chayt means that you “missed the mark. “ T is removal of
chayt. But in perfection, a person doesn’t need to miss the mark and have a failure. A person can get up in the
morning, have a conflict of what to do, and then decide to do the right thing... is that T? No. He didn’t fail yet.
T implies some failure. But a person could be in a situation where he didnt have K, then he attains more K, so
he raises himself up. Doesn’t imply any failure. While T is part of the process of perfection, it is not
synonymous with perfection. As a person gains more K, he raises himself up and he follows his conviction
which is based on K. He raises himself to a higher level but there was no failure or flaw there.

(1:29:20) The Q is we see there is an opportunity in T. It’s a secondary opp to reach perfection. How does it
work? We said before that part of the difficulty for man is that post Adam the psychic energy follows the
instincts, and they are in command, and therefore when they cant find satisfaction in the present, it fantasizes
about the future and sets up an instinctual ideal, and it goes after that situation. When you have a fantasy,
the person is at a disadvantage, bec he is convinced at that time that this fantasy exists... but one chance he
has to see if its true or not... whats the chance? The reality. When he lives thru that reality and sees its not
in line with the fantasy, that’s the opp he gets to break down the fantasy. So T is in line with perfection, but
you can say that its perfection with a crutch... the crutch of reality.

So you have 3 levels of ppl. The person on the highest level where his conviction follows completely from his K
(Moshe). Or strictly from his emotion (a rasha). 3™ person is someone in between ... in so far as forthcoming
event, might be in grips of emotion and fantasy, but once reality comes to light, after he has experienced it,
then he could reflect and see if its really in conformity with my fantasy, and if he’s someone who is rational,
he’ll check it... he now has the experimental to use. And with utilizing the experimental knowledge he now
has, then he can truly see if he’s living the proper life or not.

(1:33) one more thing... lets give an example-- T occurs when a person recognizes the true reality based on the
fact that he recognizes the fantasy... which he can see in 2 ways-- 1)you can see it rationally (ie he understands
the emotion) -- but there’s also one more crutch that can save him--- 2) living thru the reality, and then he

sees the fantasy is incorrect, then he has a chance to do T. that’s where T comes in. He sees it has no basis and
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now he has the opportunity to retract. At that point, he will either project the next fantasy, OR he can analyze
and realize... “Last time | had the same fantasy and it didn’t work, and reality showed me its false”.

So we covered 3 points 1) philosophical knowledge, 2) psychological knowledge that’s its an emotion and
fantasy 3) when a person experiences it, he has the opp to see that its not in line with what his fantasies told
him it would be. Then, if he gets down to the root of the emotion, then he can uproot it. Otherwise he will just
follow the next fantasy — will go for another object, another ideal, etc. like most ppl do... build up one dream
after the other and go thru the whole lives and end up in disappointment. They keep projecting fantasies, but
never come in line with reality. [ shiur interrupted mid-sentence

R7- 2 maiwn (next shiur)

[shiur picks up middle of a point]-

We said that in man, before the chayt, the energy went directly to the higher sphere, and after the chayt it
goes to the instinctual. The more a person involves himself with the instinctual, the more attached the energy
becomes to the instinctual and the more difficult to pull it away. In other words, as we mentioned before, a
person might have the greatest enjoyment from learning, and while he's learning he realizes this is the best
thing, but then once he goes back to the instinctual life, it becomes hard again to pull away. Bec living in the
instinctual life has a draw.

Therefore, the moment he does a chayt he gets drawn into the instinctual, it gets more difficult for him to pull
away. So while a maaseh averah has a benefit insofar as he can see the fantasy is not as great as he thought it
was, yet we see he still may project that the next fantasy will be good (this fantasy didn’t work for some
reason, but the next one will work out). Why does he do that? Bec he is operating on the instinctual level at
that point and wants to avoid the pain.. the instincts look for pleasure/want to avoid pain... (here, the pain of
rerouting the energy). so the maseh averah carries with it 2 components — 1) it shatters the fantasy — BUT, on
the other hand 2) it binds the psychic energy to the instinctual — that’s the average life- he has a
disappointment but instead of seeing that this disappointment is indicative of the fact that he's doing
something wrong, he’ll just set up the next fantasy. (story — someone came to him and said that he lost his
wealth and he saw that he was living incorrectly and now wants something better for his son.... But instead of
realizing that wealth was not the answer, he said he wants to make more money.)

(2:45) One should be able to see that the pursuit he was after was the problem. But ppl will instead say that
there was a particular issue going on the first time, but next time I'll take care of it another way. The fantasy
was shattered, but now emerges somewhere else and he follows that mirage.. until finally there are very few
left.

That’s why there’s never any fantasy with re to learning... since fantasy comes from unsatisfied psychic energy.
But the unsatisfied psychic energy doesn’t go to learning when you’re not learning, it goes to the instinctual.

If you look through Navi wherever he talks about a choteh... always equates the choteh/rasha with the fool,
and the chacham with the tzadik. (We don’t have separate groups for these. —in Yahadus , we can never have
a great tzadik be also an ignoramus. Must be a great chacham). Why is the rasha a fool? le., this person who is
in the situation we just mentioned-- he did an averah and the next situation is coming up and he goes for
another fantasy, etc.—why he is called a fool?
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(5:15)- A fool is a fool because he is economically a fool. Here, he is avoiding the pain of rerouting his energy.
True, there is pain, but a fool makes a mistake in the economics. Although there is some pain in the re-routing,
the good he can derive from that little act of pain is tremendous. So he’s forfeiting a greater good for a small
evil. Yahadus does not maintain that the derech hatorah is a painful one (on the contrary- it’s the most
enjoyable life). So where is his mistake? Bec of a small pain of removal of instincts, he gives away the greatest
pleasure he could achieve. The balance is off.

So T means that one must look back objectively at his actions and be able to change his philosophy.

(7:10) Practically, how should a person do it? The 0"an1 in perek 2:3 says:

ANIN NI 21 YWD 17U TV 17 N2V 021200 'Y T2 YIw122107 NRIT AT N 2ITY*Y 1272102 X721 0N2TA nTinNnn 22
DNM' ATIVIE NTINI

Whats the case? He says viduy, but he's not sincere... whats the chidush? Why does he have to tell us this
case...Of course its no good!

The n"am is telling us about a phenomenon- there’s 2 parts: Insofar as the past — he can look back and see
the way he lived was wrong. But he doesn’t have the strength to overcome the future. He doesnt have the
conviction needed to change his future life. That’s this case. oniN' atwiI nTiNI. You were NTIiN but you were not
any — didn’t leave it yet. Only when its both is it then Dnin' - then God has mercy on him, ie., the T is valid.

So insofar as taking the FIRST step in naiwn (even though its not nai1en gemura)- what is the first step? It’s
insofar as the past. Even though 11TV 1292 102 X271 D212 NTINAN 72, it doesn’t mean that a person shouldn’t
take this step even if he cant do viduy yet. Its true its 172 yawiI 22107 NnIT Nt N but he's closer than someone
who isn’t even near the mikva. At least he’s closer, even if he hasn’t reached the final goal.

(9:50) So what a person should do is as follows: first step is to be honest insofar as the past. And insofar as
the past, there are 2 stages: 1) the state where a person missed a certain pleasure and 2) the state where a
person had a certain pleasure. nalwn should be re both, but the first step, first. Meaning- many times a person
will have planned a good time, and it didn’t work out.. he’ll feel bad, and say- “I missed that good time”. But
what diff does it make right now? It would be over now anyway! He laments, “I could have had such a good
time yesterday!” but it makes no diff now. Why the remorse?

The answer is: the feeling comes from one thing- a person doesn’t just do things bec he wants pleasure.. a
person builds things up into an eternity kind of feeling, like the thing actually has a value. When a person
decides he wants to have a certain pleasure, its not just that pleasurable act—but he endows it with a certain
kind of permanence/eternal value so to speak, so if he missed it, it’s as if he missed out on an eternity. The
value system he lives by is not simply that — “I missed that pleasure,” and then moves on. Pleasure becomes
part of that ideal, and the ideal is something which is eternal, so to him he missed on an eternity. That’s a trick
of the mind. Since it really would be over now anyway.

But he doesn’t look at it this way, since the fantasy ideal comes into play and just like he was looking forward
to it as an eternity, when he misses it and he reviews it in the past, he still has the same value system. | missed
out on an eternity. Similarly, in his personal life, and he looks at his future, he doesn’t look at it and say calmly-
“Well, the best thing would be if | had x amount of money, and therefore I'll have 50 years of pleasure”. No,
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he looks at it as an eternity. Living this way is an eternity. Fantasy sets itself up not as a reality, but in terms of
this unknown ideal that it projects. So even if he misses the pleasure— when he looks back on it, he feels he
lost an ideal (just like he projected forward before engaging in it).

(13:05) So, practically speaking, where should the first step of naIwn begin? Right there, when a person fails
to achieve his satisfaction. Why? Bec that’s when its easiest. Why is the easiest then? Since he has another
emotion on his side. The emotion that he doesn’t want to feel bad. He doesn’t want to feel like he missed out
on something. He’d rather have happiness than remorse. But he feels he cant help himself since [(13:45)
inaudible....maybe: he still rationalized that he lost out]. At that point, he has tremendous opp to say to
himself— “wait a minute- the pleasure would have been a temporary one anyway, what’s the diff?” when he
does that, he breaks the fantasy. If he breaks it once, then he's on the road to breaking it again.

So this is where | think naiwn begins: In the past, but in the situation where he missed out. That’s the first case
(14:20) The second case is as follows: when he experienced the pleasure and he reflects to see if it was in line
with his expectations. Many times when a person reflects on his good time, the mind tricks him -- lets say he
went away for a week and had a good time. The good times were actually spaced and in-between the spaces,
there were many times that weren’t so good. However, when he reflects, he ties all the good times together.
This is the same thing a person does when he fantasizes about the future, -- he doesn’t fantasize about all the
difficulties he will have to go thru in order to achieve his goals. He skips over those and just looks at the
moments of enjoyment and puts them all together and sees it as amazing. Similarly, the 2™ step would be that
when a person went thru the experience and breaks it down practically and sees if it was really in line with the
fantasy or not. That’s nTin .

(15:50) Then, of course, the 3™ step would be to remove it from the future.
That takes care of one aspect of naiwn. But nalwn is not concluded with that. We said before that naiwn

involves 2 processes. One is knowledge (that’s what we discussed) and the other is that it’s a process. Lets
take the second process:

(16:15) I think this is the most important one practically. Until now, we’ve mentioned some approaches, but
we haven’t hit the impact of the practical yet, and that can be found in the second aspect. D"'an1 says in perek
7:3,
NN NIN 2 1780 21W7 DTN 1XYW DY XN N22217TAE DT (120 NRuN N2 WY NINKYUN X8 NAIWN 'Y 1RN 2N
NXI'21 NI22RAN NN TIANI [INNN DTN 2INNN 01 ARIPN A1 NANRD NP1 DYIN [N AW7117 Wi NIV NIVTA wan?
NAIYNATN? 11X 720 0 N2

The niv1 NIVT are the types the 0"an1 enumerates. How does one do naIwn from N1 NIVT? He doesn’t say it
here. He says it in hilchos de’os (characteristics). 0''an1 there in perek 1 explains that ppl have diff
characteristics, which is the right way and wrong way, and that a person should more or less be in between. In
perek 2:1, he says:

DNANI 19V [1A2 N21AK7 MR [2'RY NI2INN7 ARNTEDINNNAY ' 09100 N YN pInnaepImnm ann 0o 9in 91in

NIVIN NIVTN DANIRI DIRNA NIZ2IN DN'MIYIY DTN 12172 21NN 2N 1'% 220 1WA Nan [120 D100 NIZINNN KIYI
...0"2N 9% TNNY DNV N2 KNIENA N2 D9XUNNA1ENAILA TN DWNAIYI
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Just like there is such a phenomenon of an illness where a person may want foods that are harmful to him, so
too you find an illness in man that his psyche wants things that are harmful, and he hates the good way and is
lazy in going to it. So he continues... what should you do?

T2 DNTN'W TU DNIX ['TA7RY NIVTA 070 IS NIYAIN 'NAN [N 0'NINN 28N 127! NIWAIN 210 NIPN XD NNl
Go to a chacham since they cure the soul by teaching him until he comes back to the right way. He continues:
T2 0'2'IX 101 NNIN NN2W 1K DNV DNIN X917 D'NINN XN 0710 DI'R1 DN%Y NIVIN NIYVTA DNANN1N2AILN

And the ppl who recognize that something is wrong but they don’t go to a chacham to get cured, then re
them, Shlomo said they are fools... they despise knowledge. (again, he’s a fool since he doesn’t want to
undergo some amount of pain in order to get the greater good- (just like we would say he’s a fool if he didnt
go to the doctor just bec of a small amount of pain that would save his life). If he doesn’t go to a chacham who
can show him how to live correctly, then even though it might be painful to realize he's making a mistake, he's
forfeiting the greater benefits.

(21:00) 0"an continues in 2:2

TU N2ANN AT IT T2 )21 922 w0 K7 22171 N3N DRY XY A'NIN7 17 DNDNIK NNN 202 RINY ' DNNIST KD XL
DN'WAI7? NN NITANN NIAND "1721 w2171 720 |1 NLNY% AW N2N [1'T22 13V A2 2% N2 0N ONIEIR7D nnnn pyniy
22 N2 7' NUXARN T2 ATN'WAYI NAIDN T RINY NWXARD T2 UTN' 1IN 270 N2 PV TV 178 DNATA KRNI
T2 1 ATN'Y TU 21 AT 1221021 WN NXP2 INXY 'NY TRRD NXP2 PINT NN DR NIVTA 72 IR QWY AT 1 201 1me
NYUTI NYUT 7222w NI NTA NN

(Note that when the n'"ann gives this prescription, he is only talking in general. For specifics you need to go to
a chacham. 0"an1 doesn’t give the specifics... like he says you cant necessarily emulate what the chachamim
did since they saw that for them personally this action was helpful.. but it might not be good for you. He says,
what is the refuah? For ex., someone who gets angry, you say to him, you should work on that mida- if
someone beats you up, you shouldn’t get angry. And go this way for a long time until the anger leaves you.

And if it is someone with a big ego, he should live in a way that he's abused and degrade himself, etc. until the
haughtiness is removed.... And when it’s removed then he should go back to the normal way. 0"an1 continues
that this is what he should do in general... if he finds himself going to one side too much, then he should go to
the other side, until he finds that he broke the midah, and can then go to the middle. This is how a person
does the nawn of perek 7 in hilchos naiwn.

(22:55) we started off the shiur with a slicha indicating that all chayt is tied in with sheker. Where is the sheker
involved here, ie, where he goes to one side too much?

All naiwn involves breaking down a fantasy. So what is this prescription? A person sometimes realizes that bec
of his midos he can’t partake of the good (e.g., he has a lot of taava, so he spends a lot of time pursuing that
instead [of the true good], or he’s really haughty, and then that makes him too embarrassed to ask questions).
It impedes his search for the perfect road of life. So what should he do? n"ann says go to the opposite side....
Why? Bec it breaks the fantasy. Which fantasy? The fantasy that he needs it. A person often feels that he must
have these things... the way the midos are, he tends to think that these are the norm; that’s how he sets it up.
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It must be this way. | can’t make it without this. That’s why D"an1 says that he must break it. How? Through
the experiential. Thru living that way. Just like we said when a person does an avera and he reflects and sees
that the experience wasn’t actually in line with the fantasy, and he has a chance to break away from the
fantasy, so too here, he has to break away from the fantasy that he cant live w/o it. He feels he must have it
since he feels that this is the norm. How does he break away? By going to the opposite extreme and living that
way. He then sees he can live w/o it. That’s why you have to go to the opposite side.

(26:30) 0'""an1 says NIWAIN 21N - ie, particular to each indiv. And just like there are individuals that have
illnesses so too there are societies that have illnesses. This society has an illness too. Maybe not every indiv
partakes of it, but it affects just about everyone to some degree and we all must work on. It is the cause for
the absence of lamdus in America, which was discontinued after Europe (where it existed). The illness is the
source, and unless we take the D"ans prescription of going to the other side and proving to ourselves that its
only a fantasy, then we’ll never be able to make it.

What is the illness? The inability to withstand any emotional pain. Whole society is geared that way. There is
a lot of pain in society, but the whole society is geared toward avoidance of pain in a foolish way. For ex.,
when you look at someone who has gone thru the educational system, you will find that they don’t know what
it means to think, to work on a theory or idea. Even when ppl have come from yeshivas, they cant sit and
concentrate on a gemara and work for 3 hours on one problem w/o breaking concentration.

(29:25) Why cant they do it? —since they don’t have the ability to face up to a situation which involves s
certain amount of energetic effort on their part, personal pain which is caused by control of the self.

A person might go thru painful situations, eg., college, etc. its difficult. But there’s one thing he doesn’t have to
do. He doesn’t have to conquer his internal self. Interesting Chazal — pirkei avos- 1'v 72170 Nx' waian 721m
“Greater is one who is NX' NX w12 than one who conquers a city”. But what does one thing have to do with
the other? And why is it necessarily greater, should depend on the situation? Is it more difficult to overcome
an emotion than to conquer Rome? 2 different areas, how can you compare the two?

7"'tn mean the following- It is more difficult to face an internal conflict than to try to straighten out the conflict
thru [the external] reality. Most ppl, when they have a difficulty, wont change the internal reality, they will
project and try to change the external reality. In the long run, they might go thru more pain, and might never
achieve happiness, but its easier at that point in time. Whereas, the difficulty is to conquer the internal reality.
In this society, the disease is that thing- the inability to conquer the internal reality. That pain they cant take,
everything is given on a silver platter. Always the external and reactive. All brought about by artificial goals,
like passing a test. No such thing as learning lishma in the world today (the Greeks had it, but you don’t have it
today).

Why not? In today’s society, its always responding to an external situation. No internal conquest today. So the
illness is withstanding the pain of internal conquest. This is something that n1In demands. Impossible to ever
achieve anything in 1IN —in knowledge of NN or personal perfection- without the ability to withstand the
pain of internal conquest. NN says '"'w1 - 1227 'MPNA DX says (X190) NiRA DYDY 1'NAY . must be amelus.
Anything that involves the perfection of a person involves the pain of changing the internal reality. It is the
hardest thing to do. The hardest yet the most rewarding. But this society is geared in the opposite way- to
avoid all internal conflicts and just change or respond to external situations.
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(33:00) So in summation re naIwnN - there are stages in NaIwnN.
We didn’t answer one Q:

If the "2n1 in perek 7 says that teshuva has to do with knowledge, why didn’t he mention anything about
knowledge in perek 1-2? Just that he says the viduy.

The answer is that the first aspect of naIlwn we mentioned —i.e., the knowledge of the self / the breaking of
the fantasies — that is all nothing until he goes thru the last act- the one in which he forcibly exerts a change in
his life. In other words, the person might have the knowledge and he understands, but unless he can
withstand the pain of changing his internal reality, then the naiwn will come to nothing.

That’s why the 0'"an1 in perek 2 only mentions the last stage — here he is talking about the maaseh ha’naiwn
(like we mentioned at the outset about the diff between the nixn of naIwn vs the act of nalwn when he
discusses viduy in the halacha and naiwn in the koseres). The n"an1 is talking here about the act of naiwn.
When does the act reach its culmination? With the act of changing, after he sees the knowledge of 1071
hachaim, after he sees the knowledge of his own personality, and he sees what happened in the past and he
sees all the conflicts and sees where he’s going and what he has to do, then he has to do one more step—the
conviction must lead to a change of the internal reality.

[STOPPED TYPING AT THIS POINT]
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